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1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 29 September 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-20 are pending. 



2. 



Claims 1-20 are rejected. 



Information Disclosure Statement 



3. The following items on the information disclosure statement filed 9/29/03 have 
not been considered as to their merits because the document numbers do not match 
the listed applicant name: Cite No. I and K. 



4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

It is suggested that the repeated word "that" be removed at page 4, line 16. 

Appropriate correction is required. The citations above are not meant to be 
exhaustive, and are provided as examples. The applicant is advised to correct other 
similar errors as required throughout the specification. 



Specification 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
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5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 17 recites the limitation "a first context" in line 2 of the claim. It is unclear 
whether this is meant to claim any context or an identity context. It is assumed for the 
remainder of this Office Action that this limitation is intended to recite -a first identity 
context-. 

Claim 17 also recites the limitation "a said new context" in line 3 of the claim. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is assumed for 
the remainder of this Office Action that this limitation is intended to recite -a said new 
identity context-. 

The examiner will apply prior art to this claim as best understood in light of the 
above rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
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Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

8. Claims 1-7, 10-15, 17, and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

The basis of this rejection is set forth in a test of whether the invention is 
categorized as a process, machine, manufacture or composition of matter and if the 
invention produces a useful, concrete and tangible result. Mere ideas in the abstract 
(i.e., abstract idea, law of nature, natural phenomena) are found to be non-statutory 
subject matter. For a method claim to pass muster, the recited process must produce a 
useful, concrete and tangible result. 

In the instant case, claims 1-7, 10-15, and 17 recite a method but the method 
claimed does not produce a useful, concrete and tangible result. 

For example, claim 1 results in mapping a new device context to an identity 
context. This is merely an abstract idea and does not conclude in an actual result. 
Claims 2-7, 10-15, and 17 are similarly nonstatutory. Claims 8-9 and 16 appear to 
overcome the deficiencies of the claims from which they depend. 
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Claim 19 recites an article of manufacture comprising a computer readable 
medium having instructions which, when executed, cause a processor to perform a 
method that is substantially the same as the method recited in claim 1, and is similarly 
nonstatutory. 

Claim 20 recites an apparatus comprising a processor, a communication port, 
and a storage device storing instructions that perform a method that is substantially the 
same as the method recited in claim 1 . This is equivalent to reciting a computer- 
implemented method as it is merely form over substance. As a result, claim 20 is 
nonstatutory for the same reasons given for claim 1 as explained above. 

The examiner will apply prior art to these claims as best understood, with the 
assumption that applicant will amend to overcome the stated 101 rejections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

10. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Diacakis et al. (US 2002/01 16336, hereinafter "Diacakis"). 
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In regards to claim 1, Diacakis teaches a method, comprising the steps of: 

- detecting a new device context for a device, wherein said device is associated 
with an identity (Diacakis; par [0034], lines 14-18; par [0035], par [0038]; par 
[0043]-par [0044]); and 

- mapping said new device context to an identity context for said identity 
(Diacakis; par [0056]; [0059]; Fig. 8). 

In regards to claim 2, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein said step of 
detecting said new device context for said device includes detecting said new device 
context in a presence and availability service (Diacakis; Fig. 1). 

In regards to claim 3, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein said step of 
detecting said new device context for said device includes receiving a request to 
change said device's device context (Diacakis; par [0034], lines 14-18). 

In regards to claim 4, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein said step of 
mapping said new device context to said identity context for said identity includes 
determining said identity (Diacakis; par [0056]; Fig. 8). 
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In regards to claim 5, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1, wherein said step of 
mapping said new device context to said identity context for said identity includes 
determining said identity context (Diacakis; par [0056]; par [0059]; Fig. 8). 

In regards to claim 6, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of: 

- determining said identity (Diacakis; par [0056]; Fig. 8). 

In regards to claim 7, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising 
the step of: 

- determining said identity context (Diacakis; par [0056]; par [0059]; Fig. 8). 

In regards to claim 8, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising 
the step of: 

- providing data indicative of said identity context (Diacakis; par [0056]; par 
[0059]; Fig. 8). 

In regards to claim 9, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 8, wherein said step of 
providing data indicative of said identity context includes providing said data indicative 
of said identity context to an identity context oriented application (Diacakis; par [0030]; 
par [0056]; par [0059]; Fig. 8). 
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In regards to claim 10, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising 
the step of: 

- receiving a request to make a change to new identity context for an identity 
(Diacakis; par [0034], lines 14-18; par [0056]; par [0059]; Fig. 8); and 

- mapping said new identity context to a device context for a device associated 
with said identity (Diacakis; par [0056]; par [0059]; Fig. 8). 

In regards to claim 1 1 , Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of: 

- receiving a request to make a change to new identity context for a second 
identity (Diacakis; par [0034], lines 14-18; par [0056]; par [0059]; Fig. 8); and 

- mapping said new identity context to a device context for a device associated 
with said second identity (Diacakis; par [0056]; par [0059]; Fig. 8). 

In regards to claim 12, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1 1 , wherein said step 
of receiving said request to make said change to new identity context for said second 
identity includes receiving said request from an identity context oriented application 
(Diacakis; par [0034], lines 14-18; par [0036]). 

In regards to claim 13, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1 1 , wherein said step 
of mapping said new identity context to said device context for said device associated 
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with said second identity includes determining said device associated with said second 
identity (Diacakis; par [0056]; par [0059]; Fig. 8). 

In regards to claim 14, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 13, wherein said step 
of mapping said new identity context to said device context for said device associated 
with said second identity includes determining said device context associated with said 
device associated with said second identity (Diacakis; par [0056]; par [0059]; Fig. 8). 

In regards to claim 15, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 11, wherein said step 
of mapping said new identity context to said device context for said device associated 
with said second identity includes accessing a mapping table (Diacakis; Fig. 2; Fig. 5; 
Fig. 8). 

In regards to claim 16, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising 
the step of: 

- providing data indicative of said device context to a presence and availability 
service (Diacakis; Fig. 1; par [0034], lines 14-18; par [0035], par [0038]; par 
[0043]-par [0044]; Fig. 8). 

In regards to claim 17, Diacakis teaches the method of claim 11, further comprising 
the step of: 
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- changing an identity context for said second identity from a first context to a said 
new context in response to said request (Diacakis; par [0034], lines 14-18; par 
[0056]; par [0059]; Fig. 8). 

Claim 18 is rejected with the same rationale given for claim 9. 

Claims 19 and 20 are each rejected with the same rationale given for claim 1. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kavita Padmanabhan whose telephone number is 571- 
272-8352. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571-272-4023. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kavita Padmanabhan March 16, 2006 

Assistant Examiner 
AU 2161 
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